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the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim December 1999
as National Drunk and Drugged Driving Pre-
vention Month. I urge all Americans to rec-
ognize the dangers of impaired driving, to
take responsibility for themselves and others
around them, to prevent anyone under the
influence of alcohol or drugs from getting
behind the wheel, and to help teach our
young people about the importance of safe
driving.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this thirtieth day of November, in
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-nine, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and twenty-fourth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:59 a.m., December 3, 1999]

NOTE: This proclamation was released by the Of-
fice of the Press Secretary on December 1, and
it was published in the Federal Register on De-
cember 6.

Telephone Interview With Michael
Paulson of the Seattle Post-
Intelligencer From San Francisco,
California
November 30, 1999

The President. How are you?
Mr. Paulson. I’m good. How are you

doing?
The President. I’m great. I’m going to the

San Francisco Airport, on my way to L.A.
and then to Seattle.

Disruption of the Seattle Round
Mr. Paulson. Excellent. So as far as you

know, are there still talks taking place? We
just heard on CNN, claiming that the talks
are actually canceled, which—we don’t even
know if that’s true.

The President. Well, that’s certainly news
to me. I heard that the talks were still going
on.

Mr. Paulson. Tell me—I’m sure you’ve
heard it’s been kind of a chaotic day here.
Do you regret choosing Seattle as the loca-
tion for this? Do you wish you were heading

some place sunny, like Honolulu and San
Diego?

The President. Well, I don’t think the—
I think certainly if we had had it any place
in the continental United States, we would
have had the same thing. And even if we
had gone to Honolulu, there might have been
thousands of people there.

What I regret is not that there are pro-
testers there. I have supported the right of
people whose interests represent labor
union, who represent environmental groups,
people who represent the poorer countries
of the world coming and expressing their
opinions. And I’ve repeatedly said I thought
the WTO process was too closed. It ought
to be opened up, and labor and environ-
mental interests ought to be represented, and
it ought to be fair for poor countries as well
as wealthy countries. What I regret is that
a small number of people have done non-
peaceful things and have tried to block access
and to prevent meetings. That’s wrong. It’s
not only illegal; it’s just wrong.

On the other hand, I think the larger num-
ber of people that are there, for peaceful pur-
poses, are healthy. I think what they rep-
resent is that in the last 5 years you’ve seen
a dramatic change. Trade is now no longer
the province of CEO’s, organized interest
groups that deal with the economy, and polit-
ical leaders. It’s now—we not only live in a
global economy. You’ve got a global informa-
tion society, and this whole process is being
democratized. And we’re going to have to
build a new consensus that goes down deeper
into every society about what kind of trade
policy we want. And I think that is, on bal-
ance, a healthy thing.

Anyway, that’s kind of where I am on it.
I regret very much that a few people have
given the protesters a bad name, because I
think the fact that the protesters are there—
were it not for those stopping meetings, stop-
ping movements, not being peaceful—would
be a positive.

Protesters and the World Trade
Organization

Mr. Paulson. Right. What is your theory
about why people are so upset here?

The President. Well, for one thing, I think
that a lot of people feel threatened by all
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these changes that are going on in the global
economy and the process by which the deci-
sions are made—changing the rules of
trade—are made by people who generally
have not been very accountable. I mean, the
whole WTO—I went to Geneva last year to
tell them they ought to open their records.

Mr. Paulson. Right.
The President. I mean, they have secret

proceedings and things of that kind.
For another thing, a lot of times when de-

cisions have been made, they aren’t honored.
The United States won 22 out of 24 cases
we filed, and in several cases the people say,
‘‘Well, so what?’’

And then I think, finally, there are people
who question whether these trading rules are
benefiting lower income countries, poor
countries, and who question whether they’re
a damage to the environment from certain
trading arrangements that wouldn’t other-
wise be there, and who question whether this
is a race to the bottom or the top—so that
labor unions in wealthier countries want to
have certain basic, core labor standards ob-
served in poorer countries because they think
it will be better for average people, so that
the trading system actually benefits them. So
I think that is bringing all those people out.

Goals of the Seattle Round
Mr. Paulson. What in your mind will

make this week a success or a failure?
The President. Well, I think if we can

continue to negotiate and can reach some ac-
cord on the terms under which to start a new
trade round and if I can persuade more of
my colleagues that if you don’t want people
like the protesters outside of every trade
meeting from now until the end of time,
they’re going to have to open the process so
that the voices of labor, the environment, and
the developing countries can be heard and
so that the decisions are transparent, the
records are open, and the consequences are
clear, we’re going to continue to have prob-
lems.

And I think, on balance, the world is much
better off because we’ve expanded trade over
the last 50 years. And I bet you a lot of the
protesters came to the protest wearing shoes
that were made in other countries, using cell

phones, and maybe a lot of them drove cars
that were made——

Mr. Paulson. Right.
The President. ——or foreign manufac-

tured. We live in a global economy that on
balance has been quite good for the United
Stats, but also good for developing countries.
But we’ve got to make a better case down
deeper into society. It’s not just trying to con-
vince a few elites in every society that the
system of integrated trade on fair and open
terms is good for them.

Labor Issues, Trade Sanctions, and the
WTO

Mr. Paulson. Let me ask you about labor,
which, you know, is a big issue here. What
is your position on allowing trade sanctions
against countries that violate core labor
standards?

The President. I think what we ought to
do, first of all, is to adopt the United States
position on having a working group on labor
within the WTO. And then that working
group should develop these core labor stand-
ards, and then they ought to be a part of
every trade agreement. And ultimately, I
would favor a system in which sanctions
would come for violating any provision of a
trade agreement. But we’ve got to do this
in steps.

I do think it is worth noting that the
strongest opposition to this position, how-
ever, come from the leaders of developing
countries, including a lot of developing coun-
tries that have leftwing governments, not
rightwing governments, who believe that this
is a strategy by the American labor move-
ment to keep them down and keep them
poor and keep them from selling products
that they would otherwise be highly competi-
tive in, in the American market.

Mr. Paulson. Right. Are they right?
The President. Well, I don’t think so.

That is, it certainly could be used that way.
But what the American labor movement has
a right, it seems to me, to is to know that
their brothers and sisters throughout the
world are actually going to be benefiting
from expanded trade.

When I ran for President, there were some
countries, small countries in the Caribbean
where we had dramatically expanded trade
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in the years before I became President,
where average hourly wages had fallen dur-
ing the time trade had expanded and the in-
comes of the countries had gone up. That’s
not right.

So I wouldn’t support labor’s objectives if
I thought they were just purely protectionist
and they didn’t want Americans to compete
with people from other places, because we
can compete quite well. And for every job
we’ve lost in America, we’ve gained two or
three more. That’s why we’ve got 19.8 million
jobs in the last 7 years. We never had job
growth like this before. And the trade-related
jobs pay higher wages. So if I thought the
labor agenda was purely protectionist, I
wouldn’t be for that.

On the other hand, I think it is legitimate
to say that if people are out there working
and selling their projects in the international
arena and Americans are going to buy them
and Europeans are going to buy them—all
of us who come from wealthy countries
where most people have the basic necessities
of life—we ought not to buy from countries
that violate the child labor norms; we ought
not to buy from countries that basically op-
press their workers with labor conditions and
lack of a living income. And there is a way
to strike the right balance here so that we
put a more human face on the global econ-
omy.

I feel the same way about environmental
standards.

Sovereignty, Environmental Issues, and
the WTO

Mr. Paulson. That’s the subject I want to
ask you about next. As you know, critics are
pointing at cases like the shrimp-turtle dis-
pute and saying that corporate lawyers, meet-
ing in secret, can invalidate U.S. laws. Are
we yielding some of our sovereignty in being
part of the WTO?

The President. Well, we yield the right
to be unilateral and not bound by a system
of rules every time we join any kind of organi-
zation. I mean, if you join any kind of organi-
zation in which there are going to be dis-
putes, you can’t say that ‘‘I’ll only follow the
rules when we win.’’

Mr. Paulson. Right.

The President. And you can’t say that any
organization made up of human beings will
be error-free. But I know there was a lot of
concern about the way the turtle case was
handled. There is also—earlier the Ven-
ezuelan oil——

Mr. Paulson. Right.
The President. ——where we had a lot

of concerns. But I think the answer to that
is to make sure that these environmental
standards are properly integrated into the
WTO deliberation and that we agree that
countries ought to have more leeway on high-
er environmental standards than in other
areas.

And again, some people in the developing
countries may say, well, that’s a protectionist
strategy. But from my point of view, it is not
at all. I think that with climate change being
the number one environmental problem in
the world, it is a mistake not to take into
account the environmental consequences, to
not only a particular nation but to the climate
as a whole, to anything that leads to acceler-
ated deforestation or the increase in green-
house gas emission.

But see, I’ve got a whole different take
on this than most people do. I believe that
one of the biggest economic as well as envi-
ronmental problems the world has today is
that most decisionmakers, not only in the
United States but in all the developing coun-
tries, still believe the only way to get rich
is the way the U.S. and Europe got rich in
the industrial era, by burning more coal,
burning more oil, putting more greenhouse
gases into the atmosphere. And then coun-
tries say, ‘‘When we get as rich as they are,
then we’ll turn around and clean it up.’’ But
as you know, with climate change, it doesn’t
work that way. If you warm the climate—
you put all this stuff into the air—it takes
between 50 and 100 years to turn a lot of
this around.

But we know now that it is technologically
possible to grow the economy and reduce
greenhouse gas emission, if you’re a rich
country, and stabilize them, if you’re a poor
country, by taking a totally different energy
course into the future. The technologies are
available right now. And that’s what I think
we have to sell people on. And then we’ve
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got to really work hard to get these tech-
nologies widely disseminated into the devel-
oping economies, so that India, China, these
other places can use them to create jobs and
raise income while they protect their envi-
ronment. That’s a sale we’ve got to make.
And it ought to be part of the decisionmaking
process of the WTO to promote that policy.

U.S. Goals in the Seattle Round

Mr. Paulson. Let me ask you one last
question. What is the U.S. willing to give up
at these talks? I mean, these are negotiations,
and other countries would like to talk about
our antidumping laws. What can we put on
the table?

The President. Well, first of all, I think
we ought to support the general rules that
reduce tariffs and other trade barriers. And
we ought to be for accelerating access to our
market, for countries that follow responsible
policies. That’s at the heart of my Caribbean
Basin Initiative and my Africa trade bill, and
I have reached out to those countries to try
to do that. And we ought to do that.

But I would not be for giving up our
dumping laws, and I’ll tell you why: because
we already have the most open markets in
the world. We have—when the Asian econ-
omy collapsed in ’97, we could have closed
our markets, and we didn’t. And so it ex-
ploded our trade deficit. Our trade deficit
is about 4 percent of our income now.

I’m for open borders because we get more
products at lower cost, and it’s a great pres-
sure against inflation coming back into our
economy. And we still have created almost
20 million jobs. But I don’t think it’s right
to allow a temporary economic emergency
to lead to a surge of steel dumping, for exam-
ple, like we went through, and then to throw
a lot of Americans out of business in capital-
intensive industries who might not be able
to get back into business, just because of an
economic crisis somewhere else and because
nobody else will take the products. I mean,
for the Europeans to tell us we should stop
dumping, when during the Asian crisis we
bought literally 10 times as much foreign
steel as they did, is a little ludicrous—when
they have absolute quotas on the number of

foreign cars they will buy, that we don’t
have—is ludicrous.

So we can’t give up our dumping laws as
long as we have the most open markets in
the world, and we keep them open to help
these countries keep going, and other coun-
tries don’t do the same. They shouldn’t be
able to take advantage of temporary eco-
nomic developments to do something that
otherwise the free market economy wouldn’t
support.

If you look at what our steel industry did,
they shed over half of their employment; they
spent billions of dollars modernizing tech-
nology. They were, under normal cir-
cumstances, internationally competitive.
They should not have been put out of busi-
ness by people dumping from Japan, from
Russia, from any other country during the
period of crisis that we just went through.

Disruption of the Seattle Round

Mr. Paulson. Okay. So as far as you know,
the talks are still on, right? You haven’t
learned anything——

The President. Yes. While we’ve been
talking, as far as I know, they’re still on. And
I think they ought to stay on. And I think,
again, if we can just get by the few people
that are being—that aren’t being peaceful
and the people that are trying to stop people
from meeting, I think the presence of others
with legitimate questions about the WTO
process, the environment and labor and how
poor countries are treated, I think this can
be a net positive because we’re going to have
to build a much deeper consensus for global
trade to carry it forward.

Mr. Paulson. Okay. We’ll see you tomor-
row.

The President. Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at approximately 4:50
p.m from the Presidential motorcade en route to
San Francisco International Airport. The tran-
script of this interview was released by the Office
of the Press Secretary on December 1. A tape
was not available for verification of the content
of this interview.
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Remarks to the Washington State
Trade Community in Seattle,
Washington
December 1, 1999

Thank you very much. Good afternoon.
John, thank you for your introduction, and
thank you for your example. I want to say
a little more in a minute about the points
that you made, but I thank you for being
here.

Thank you very much, Patricia Davis. And
I’d also like to thank the other people from
the port here and the American Presidents
Line who gave me a tour earlier of the port
and how it works, with the rail and the truck-
ing systems of this area. I thank you, Sec-
retary Glickman and Secretary Slater, who’s
also here, for your support of trade; and Sen-
ator Murray, who had to go give another
speech; Congressman McDermott, Con-
gressman Inslee, from here in Washington.

We have a very large delegation from Con-
gress. I’d like to ask all the Members of Con-
gress who are here to please stand, so you’ll
see what the level of interest is. We have
Representatives from the House and the
Senate, from the Republican and the Demo-
cratic Parties here. And we’re very glad to
be in Washington State, Governor Locke,
and in Seattle, Mayor Schell. We thank you
for hosting us.

I thank all the other farmers who are here.
And I’d like to say a special word of welcome
to the children who are here, who are part
of the WTO Trade Winds program.

Last year, Seattle sold $34 billion in ex-
ports to foreign markets, making it the largest
exporter among all American cities, every-
thing from airplanes to apples. The control
tower I just climbed, therefore, offers an in-
teresting vantage point, not only of what was
once a condemned toxic waste site and is now
a wonderful, flourishing economic asset but,
in a larger sense, a vantage point of the 21st
century world that I think we ought to be
building for our children.

It’s a perfect place to talk about what we
came here to the WTO meeting in Seattle
to do, to open markets and expand opportu-
nities, not only for our people but for people
all around the world, from the world’s newest
business, E-commerce, to the world’s oldest

business, farming. We came to talk about
trade and to talk about trade in the context
of an increasingly globalized society.

Now, I want to say just a few words about
all the rather interesting hoopla that’s been
going on here. We need to start and ask our-
selves some basic questions: Do you believe
that on balance, over the last 50 years, the
United States has benefited from world
trade? I do.

There wouldn’t be nearly as many family
farmers left in America as there are today,
with all the mechanization and the mod-
ernization, if we hadn’t been able to sell our
products around the world, because we can
produce more at higher quality and lower
cost than any other country in the world in
so many products. Today we have about 4
percent of the world’s people. We enjoy
about 22 percent of the world’s income. It
is pretty much elemental math that we can’t
continue to do that unless we sell something
to the other 96 percent of the people that
inhabit this increasingly interconnected plan-
et of ours.

Now, if you look at where the farmers in
our country are today—whether they’re row
crop farmers like most of them in my home
State of Arkansas, growing soybeans and rice
and cotton and wheat or people who grow
fruit in Washington State or vegetables here
and on the east coast—one of the biggest
problems we’ve got is low prices because of
the Asian financial crisis. And it’s been a ter-
rible burden. In addition to low prices, many
of our farmers have been victimized by ter-
rible, terrible weather problems. And finally,
they deal with market after market after mar-
ket where they could sell even more than
they do if the markets were more open.

I personally believe, for the farmers that
are in our national farm programs, we’re
going to have to adjust our national laws if
we are going to stop having an annual appro-
priation of the surplus that’s as big as what
we’ve been doing the last couple of years.
But over and above that, for the farmers, like
the people that run our apple orchards that
aren’t in the farm programs, we’ve got to
keep fighting to open these markets.


